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 Feedback on the draft Dog Standards and Guidelines 

1. Please indicate if you are any of the following: 

x Companion dog owner  
x Working dog owner  
☐ Sporting dog owner 
☐ Dog breeder  
☐ Dog trainer  
☐ Pet shop owner or employee 
x Other pet business owner or employee  
☐ Local government employee  
☐ Local government elected member  
☐ Rescue organisation employee or volunteer (including foster carer for dogs) 
x Veterinarian  
☐ Veterinary nurse  
☐ I do not own or care for a dog  
x Other (please specify) _Non-government animal welfare organisation 

 

2. Should people who own or keep dogs have to comply with minimum standards for 
the health and welfare of dogs?  

3. Should people who breed dogs have to comply with minimum standards for the 
health and welfare of dogs?  

 

4. Should people who care for dogs in a domestic dog operation have to comply with 
additional minimum standards for the health and welfare of dogs?  

Strongly agree. There should be minimum standards in place so that anyone who owns 
or cares for dogs understands their responsibilities that this role brings. Unfortunately it 
is likely the only way this will happen is through good advertising campaigns and/or 
through a dog licencing scheme which would be far cheaper and far more rewarding 
that being reactive to cases where minimum standards have not been achieved and the 
animal(s) has been suffering. 

Strongly agree. There are too many ‘backyard’ breeders and registered breeders who 
either do not understand basic health and behavioural requirements of dogs in general 
(let alone breeding dogs and puppies) or ‘cut corners’ to save money and/or tell new 
puppy owners inaccurate information. Minimum standards need to be set out and 
regulated appropriately for breeders, including restrictions on the number of breeding 
dogs and litters allowed. In this way hopefully the physical and behavioural needs of 
these breeding dogs and puppies are more likely to be met and new owners are more 
likely to get a healthy and behavioural robust puppy. Minimum standards should also 
take into consideration the impact of inherited defects that severely compromise the 
dogs’ welfare and quality of life, such as the severely affected brachycephalic breeds. 
To continue breeding dogs with these genetic abnormalities is ethically immoral. 

Strongly agree. As behavioural issues are the main reason why young dogs are 
euthanased, it is imperative that this is addressed through appropriate socialisation in 
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5. Do you think that the proposed standards and guidelines in the document reflect 
community values and expectations for the acceptable treatment of dogs?  

6. Do you think that complying with proposed minimum standards in Part 2 - General 
Care of Dogs will increase the cost of owning a dog?  

 

 

7. Comments or issues relating to Part 2 - General Care of Dogs of the draft Dog 
Standards and Guidelines. Please indicate the page, section and title for each part 
being commented on. 

If applicable, please identify any evidence of likely costs, benefits or other impacts 
that may arise from the proposed Standards and Guidelines.  

Pg 3 Introduction: Interpretation – The definition of “experienced dog trainer” states that 
they must be able to “correct” behavioural problems. This ‘correction’ may lead to 
worsening of the dog’s welfare if not done appropriately and in fact most behavioural 
problems are actually ‘managed’ rather than ‘corrected’, which implies they can be 
reversed. 
Pg5 Section 1 Identification of Dogs: Registering of microchips should also be mandatory 
otherwise the major reason for performing this procedure (to return lost dogs to their 
owners) is lost. 
S1.3 Ear tattooing is a painful procedure which is why this standard is in place so 
exempting “established ear tattoo identification schemes” is not conducive to this 
standard. Microchipping should replace ear tattoos if they cannot be performed under 
anaesthesia. 
Pg 13 Section 3 Health and Husbandry: 
S7.4 Banning of tail docking must be included here except for medical reasons by a 
veterinarian. 
Pg 14 G7.11 To included the practice of barrier nursing to prevent the spread of the 
disease. 

domestic dog operations that include breeding dogs, animal shelters and pet shops. 
This not only means puppy socialisation but includes controlled socialisation with dogs 
and people via training programs with qualified, experienced trainers. This will build 
confidence in puppies and dogs, decrease the potential for dog bites/attacks and thus 
decrease the need for so many dogs being dumped at council pounds and rescue 
organisations each year due to behavioural issues. Other additional standards must 
take note of the amount of dogs at the premises such as ensuring there are enough 
personnel to take care of the dogs’ needs, hygiene and biosecurity as well as accurate 
record keeping to ensure traceability of each dog. 

  Generally agree but there are some standards and guidelines that need more 
explanation/detail and/or some guidelines that should be standards. In order to “Stop 
Puppy Farming”, the dog breeding standards need some revision due to the lack of 
an upper limit for the number of breeding bitches. The use of “shock collars” have 
been banned as being ‘inhumane’ in other Australian states and territories, and 
therefore the standard that includes their use must also be revised.  

  Disagree unless the owners are not meeting the proposed minimum standards 
already ie the owners who are not meeting their dog’s basic health and welfare 
needs.   
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Pg16 G9.2 This should be a standard as everything mentioned in this guideline directly 
adversely affects the health of the dog thus it is imperative that veterinary advice is 
sought. 
Pg 17 G10.1 - 10.9 Should all be Standards as the main reason for euthanasia of a 
young dog is behavioural issues. Changing these guidelines to standards would go a 
long way in helping decreasing the number of dogs each year being dumped at the 
Council Pound or with Rescue Organisations as well as decreasing the number of dog 
bites/attacks each year. 
Pg 20 G12.7-12.8 Both need to be Standards as many people use this device without 
knowing how to use it correctly and can therefore cause the dog’s behaviour to worsen 
and/or affect their health by potentially damaging to the trachea, increasing intra-ocular 
pressure, and even causing brain damage in extreme cases. 
Pg 20 The use of electronic collars that deliver an electric shock to a dog must be 
prohibited as it is a “prescribed inhumane device” as described in this section which is 
why it is already banned from use in some Australian states and territories. These should 
also be banned for human safety, because a dog who receives an electric shock when 
barking is likely to associate the pain with other stimuli present, such as children. 
Pg 23 Section 4: Breeding – Introduction & S15.4: “Indiscriminate breeding practices” 
should also include never breeding with close relatives (ie between the same generation 
and one or two generations apart) as this can lead to genetic ill health. 
S15.1(e) Breeding from a bitch that is seven years or older that has already been a 
regular breeder should be prohibited. There must therefore be a maximum age for 
breeding bitches – this should not be put on the shoulders of veterinarians to try to talk 
breeders out of breeding their elderly dogs even if they are physically fit to breed, this 
may also go some way in stopping puppy farming. 
S15.2 Wording should be modified to say “..moderately nervous or any signs of 
aggressive behaviour towards people or other animals must not be bred” – the biggest 
reason why young dogs are euthanased is due to their behaviour which has a genetic 
component so this needs to have much stronger wording. This could go a long way 
toward decreasing the number of dumped or euthanaised dogs due to behavioural 
reasons, as well as reducing the number of dog bites/attacks. 
G15.4(b) Should be a standard – for example a Staffordshire bull terrier whose pelvis is 
too narrow to give birth naturally may have multiple caesarean sections in her breeding 
lifetime – even though a veterinarian may say she is healthy enough to do this, it is not 
taking into account the welfare interests of the dog. 
G15.7 Should be a standard – take for example brachycephalic breeds which have 
extremely exaggerated breed characteristics, they are always going to have an impact on 
the health & welfare of the puppies, so should not be bred at all. It is unethical to continue 
to allow these and other dogs with extreme breed characteristics to breed. 
G15.9, G15.10, G15.12 Should be standards. 
Pg 25 Whelping and care of puppies - S16.5(a): wording modified to say “a puppy has 
any physical abnormality, injury or abnormal behaviour”. 
G16.6 Should be a standard (see above S15.2). 
Pg 34 Appendix 1 Enclosure size and design: Pre-existing enclosures should not be 
exempt - owners could be given time to rectify the situation otherwise this standard is 
meaningless. 
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8. Do you think the key issues about the general care of dogs have been adequately 
addressed in Part 2 of the draft Dog Standards and Guidelines? Please provide any 
suggestions for alternative options. 

See (7) above. 

  

9. Comments or issues relating to Part 3 - Domestic dog operations of the draft Dog 
Standards and Guidelines. Please indicate the page, section and title for each part 
being commented on. 

If applicable, please identify any evidence of likely costs, benefits or other impacts 
that may arise from the proposed Part 3 Standards and Guidelines.  

10. Do you think the key issues about the care of dogs in a domestic dog operation have 
been adequately addressed in Part 3 of the draft Dog Standards and Guidelines? Please 
provide any suggestions for alternative options. 
 
 

 

11. Other comments 

 

 

 

 

 

Pg 27 Section 1 Introduction: The definition of “A domestic dog operation…a person 
who owns five or more fertile bitches…” should be revised – considering the number of 
puppies that can be produced by five bitches in any given 18 month period, this is a 
significant amount of dogs at the premises each year thus this number should be 
reduced to three breeding bitches. 
Pg 29 Minimum housing conditions: S15.3.2(b) – The specified upper limit of ammonia 
of 25ppm is too high. Codes of Practice for other animals are much lower than this (eg 
for poultry it is 10-15ppm) and from levels of 25ppm, ammonia will cause eye and nasal 
irritation in humans therefore this figure needs to be revised.  
 

Agree except for the number of breeding bitches which constitutes a domestic dog 
operation (see (9) above). 

Sentient welcomes the draft WA Animal Welfare Standards and Guidelines for Dogs as a 
positive step towards improving the health and welfare of dogs throughout WA. However, 
these standards and guidelines are only going to improve conditions for dogs if they are 
regulated adequately especially with domestic dog operations in order to stop “puppy 
farms”, and specifically those that house breeding dogs and those that ‘hold’ dogs on a 
long term basis (including boarding, kennels, petshops, pounds and shelters) as long 
term “boarding” can have a significant negative impact on the health of a dog so should 
be avoided. 
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Signature                                                                            Date 

 

 

 

Returning this form:  

Please return submissions by 5pm on Friday 7 June 2019  

Email: dog.standards@dpird.wa.gov.au  
 
Post:  Dog Standards and Guidelines Consultation 

Animal Welfare Regulation  
           Locked Bag 4 

  Bentley Delivery Centre 
WA 6983 

 06/06/19 
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Important disclaimer 
The Chief Executive Officer of the Department of Primary Industries and Regional Development 
and the State of Western Australia accept no liability whatsoever by reason of negligence or 
otherwise arising from the use or release of this information or any part of it. 

Copyright © Department of Primary Industries and Regional Development, 2019 


